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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 6/2/06. 7/10/06. 8/29/06. 11/28/06 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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6) ^ Claim(s) K3 is/are rejected. 

7) |KI Claim(s) 4 and 5 is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Status Of Claims 

1 . Claims 1-5 are pending for examination as interpreted by the examiner. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed 8/9/2006 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is 
presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1 .56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in 
the English language. Therefore, the crossed out references have not been considered. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on 6/2/2006. These drawings are accepted. 

Specification 

4. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it is too long. Correction is 
required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

5. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 
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6. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

Claim Objections 

7. Claims 4 and 5 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form 
because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other multiple dependent 
claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claims 4 and 5 have not been further 
treated on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

10. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1 1 . Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ichihashi et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,519,016 B1 (hereafter Ichihashi) in view of 
Sekiguchi et al., International Publication Number WO 02/088783 A1 , of record 
(hereafter Sekiguchi). 

12. As to claims 1 and 2, Ichihashi discloses a wavelength plate laser optical system 
which is a wavelength plate using an oriented film (see at least figure 1), characterized 
by having values of the following formula (a) against two laser beams (it is noted that 
this limitation is considered to be met if the film would exhibit the claimed values when 
irradiated by two laser beams of different wavelengths and does not actually have to be 
irradiated by two laser beams of different wavelengths) having a different wavelength 
such that the value is ((0.2 to 0.3)+X) for a first laser beam (see at least column 2, lines 
1-35 and column 3, lines 38-44; it is noted that when X=1, the retardation value of the 
retardation film is between 1 .2 and 1 .3 and the retardation film of Ichihashi has a value 
of .2 at a first wavelength (i.e. 450 nm) which is the equivalent to a retardation value of 
1 .2) and that the value is ((0.8 to 1 .2)+Y) for a second laser beam (see at least column 
2, lines 1-35 and column 3, lines 38-44; it is noted that when Y=0, the retardation value 
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of the retardation film is between 0.8 and 1.2 and the retardation film of Ichihashi has a 
value of .2 at a second wavelength (i.e. 550 nm) which is the equivalent to a retardation 
value of 1 .2), respectively (wherein X represents 0 or the number of an integral multiple 
of 0.5; and Y represents 0 or an integer of 1 or more): 
Re(A)/ A (a) 

wherein A represents a wavelength (nm) of the laser beam; and Re(A) represents 
a retardation value (nm) of the laser beam having transmitted through the wavelength 
plate. 

Ichihashi does not specifically disclose that the film contains a cyclic olefin based 
resin or that it is stretched. 

However, Sekiguchi teaches that it is well known to use cyclic polyolefin based 
resin films as retarding films (see at least page 1, lines 15-20 and page 2, lines 17-32 of 
Sekiguchi). Sekiguchi further teaches that it is well known to uniaxially or biaxially 
stretch retarding films (see at least page 25, lines 7-27 of Sekiguchi). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the film of Ichihashi to include the teachings of 
Sekiguchi so that the retarding film is a cyclic olefin based resin and to stretch the 
retarding film, for the purpose of having superior heat resistance, as taught by Sekiguchi 
(see at least page 1, lines 15-20 and page 2, lines 17-32 of Sekiguchi), and for 
controlling the thickness of the film during production. 

1 3. As to claim 3, Ichihashi in view of Sekiguchi discloses plural sheets of the 
stretched and oriented film containing a cyclic olefin based resin are laminated such that 
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the respective optical axes become parallel and used (see at least figure 1 of Ichihashi; 
it is noted that both films of Ichihashi are laminated together with parallel optical axes 
such that light incident on one of the films goes through both films at the same angle). 
Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEREK S. CHAPEL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8042. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephone B. Allen can be reached on 571-272-2434. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



ID. S. CI /Stephone B. Allen/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2872 Supervisory Patent Examiner 

12/20/2008 Art Unit 2872 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/581 ,523 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2872 



